This paper looks at two theories of polarity licensing that utilize a downward entailment relation (DE) in their explanations of the polarity item distribution question. The theories I consider primarily are Kadmon and Landman (1993) and Israel (1996Israel ( , 2001Israel ( , 2005. I illustrate that various compromising adverbs such as pretty much, virtually, practically, basically, etc., disrupt downward entailment yet do not interfere with polarity licensing, which raises problems for theories depending on this type of motion. Importantly, the DE motion of the two theories I consider is in the form of pragmatic inferencing, rather than the logical entailment of Ladusaw (1980). However, I will suggest that Ladusaw-type theories are vulnerable as well, though this is not the immediate focus of this paper.
